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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 1/31/2006 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; each 
non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all other 
information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 9, "the universal..." lacks antecedent basis in the claims. 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 12 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Applicant claims a "hydraulic, electrical and 
mechanical" system, yet as disclosed, such are alternative. Applicant has not disclosed 



Application/Control Number: 10/566,770 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3617 

how such are combined in a single system. Also, the combined electrical and hydraulic 
system as claimed has not been adequately disclosed. 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-5,17,19 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by O'Haire. 

O'Haire disclose the claimed evacuation module, including a floodable bay in an 
"offshore unit" (submarine) accommodating a submarine for transporting crew. The 
submarine 16 may be launched from the bay. The walls of the bay form a shaft which 
extends to a predetermined exterior portion of the offshore unit. The module includes 
means for flooding the bay. Once the bay is flooded, pressure variances will open the 
exterior door due to a buoyancy characteristic of the door. 

Re "control system", such fails to define over the control system of O'Haire as 
noted above. 

Re claim 18, since the goal of the launch is to save the crew and get them to 
safety, inherently such a craft will move to the surface. 

8. Claims 1-5,14,19 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gerolami et al. 

Gerolami et al. discloses a vessel as that of O'Haire as discussed above, and 
also provides doors 10 positioned on opposite ends of the submarine bay. 
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9. Claims 1-5,10,11,19,20 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hoke, Jr. 

Hoke, Jr. discloses the claimed evacuation module, including a floodable bay in 
an "offshore unit" (submarine) accommodating a submarine for transporting crew. The 
submarine may be launched from the bay. The walls of the bay form a shaft which 
extends to a predetermined exterior portion of the offshore unit. The module includes 
means for flooding the bay, means for opening the hatch, and a hook/reel assembly 41 
with means for control. 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over O'Haire 
in view of Woodland. 

O'Haire et al. fails to mention the use of sonar on his submarine. 
Woodland teaches the use of sonar on a life craft. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ a sonar on the submarine life craft of O'Haire as taught by 
Woodland. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to provide the ability to 
avoid collision. Re "near the bay door", such is considered an inherency of such a sonar 
system. 
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12. Claims 21 -25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hoke, Jr. in view of Barhite et al. 

Hoke, Jr. fails to disclose rollers. 
Barhite et al. teaches guiding rollers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide cradling/guiding rollers to Hoke, Jr. as taught by Barhite et al. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to provide for reduced 
friction. 

13. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hoke, 
Jr. in view of Barhite et al. as applied to claim 25 above, and further in view of 
Woodland. 

Woodland is applied as above. 

14. Claims 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
O'Haire. 

The examiner takes official notice, that the claimed evacuation procedure is old 
and well known, and further falls within the realm of common sense. To have personnel 
gather at a muster station and be counted/logged is standard cruise ship evacuation 
procedure. The number of times they are to be counted is obvious to anyone working in 
the art. To physically check the operating status of the lifeboat is again standard 
procedure, and such would have been obvious to anyone evacuating a ship with the 
system of O'Hare. 
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15. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hoke, Jr. in view of Sanders. 

Hoke, Jr. fails to show use of his device in a pontoon. 

Sanders teaches the use of a submarine hull as a pontoon. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of the submarine hull of Hoke, Jr. as a pontoon as taught by 
Sanders. 

Such a combination would have been desirable so as to provide for further utility 
of the hull. 

16. Claims 6-8 and 29-32 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ed Swinehart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6688. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30 am to 
2:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ed Swinehart/ 
Ed Swinehart 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 



